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Abstract
Background and aims Ultramafic soils have high metal
concentrations, offering a key opportunity to understand
if such metals are strong predictors of leaf stoichiome-
try. This is particularly relevant for tropical forests
where large knowledge gaps exist.
Methods On the tropical island of Sulawesi, Indonesia,
we sampled forests on sand, limestone, mafic and ultra-
mafic soils that present a range of soil metal concentra-
tions. We asked how variation in 12 soil elements
(metals and macronutr ients) influenced leaf
stoichiometry and whether stoichiometric distinctive-
ness (the average difference between a species and all
others in a multivariate space, the axes of which are the
concentrations of each leaf element) is influenced by
increasing soil metal concentrations.
Results Positive correlations between corresponding el-
ements in soils and leaves were only found for Ca and P.
Noticeably, soil Cr had a negative effect upon leaf P.
Whilst most species had low stoichiometric distinctive-
ness, some species had greater distinctiveness on stress-
ful metal-rich ultramafic soils, generally caused by the
accumulation of Al, Co, Cr or Ni.
Conclusions Our observation of increased stoichiomet-
ric distinctiveness in tropical forests on ultramafic soils
indicates greater niche differentiation, and contrasts
with the assumption that stressful environments remove
species with extreme phenotypes.
Keywords Ecological stoichiometry . Functional
distinctiveness . Indonesia . Limestone .Mafic . Sand .
Serpentine . Sulawesi
Introduction
Relationships between the majority of elements found in
soils and plant tissues are poorly understood (Kaspari
and Powers 2016). Species’ stoichiometry (the balance
of elements in an organism) may match the environ-
ment, or species could preferentially take up key ele-
ments needed for plant function (Turner et al. 2018).
Equally, if uptake of an element has negative
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-021-04839-7
Responsible Editor: Wen-Hao Zhang.
L. A. Trethowan : T. M. A. Utteridge
Herbarium Kew, London, UK
L. A. Trethowan (*) : F. Q. Brearley
Manchester Metropolitan University, Manchester, UK
e-mail: l.trethowan@kew.org
B. Blonder
University of California at Berkeley, Berkeley, CA, USA
B. Blonder
Arizona State University, Tempe, AZ, USA
B. Blonder
University of Oxford, Oxford, UK
E. Kintamani :D. Girmansyah
Herbarium Bogoriense, Cibinong, Indonesia
/ Published online: 31 January 2021
Plant Soil (2021) 461:579–589
consequences, they can actively be excluded by species
(Kazakou et al. 2008). For species that tolerate and
survive on contrasting soil types, the relationships be-
tween tissue stoichiometry and the mosaic of elements
available in the environment is unlikely to be simple
(Kaspari and Powers 2016). Tissue elements may be
primarily influenced by that same element in the soil.
However, elemental concentrations are often tied to a
different element that plays an indirect role in uptake
(Yuan et al. 2011; Liu et al. 2017). For instance, in
Arabidopsis, nitrate uptake is reliant upon calcium-
signalling pathways (Liu et al. 2017). Alternatively,
elements may have a negative effect upon one another
because of competition for identical membrane trans-
porters. For instance, Fe and Co use the samemembrane
transporter, and when the latter element is available in
the environment it limits the former’s uptake (Lange
et al. 2017). Whilst relationships between plants and
soils for macronutrients are well studied, many essential
elements have received little attention (Kerkhoff et al.
2006; Elser et al. 2010; Kaspari and Powers 2016).
Elements such as Al, Ca and Mg are only occasionally
examined (Tripler et al. 2006; Metali et al. 2015;
Zemunik et al. 2018), whereas other metallic elements,
e.g. Cu, Ni and Zn, are even less well understood (van
der Ent et al. 2018b).
In most ecosystems, soil stoichiometry is a good
predictor of plant stoichiometry (Thompson et al.
1997; Tuah et al. 2003; Metali et al. 2015). In tropical
tree communities however, there is little clarity about
metal element uptake and its influence on co-uptake of
macronutrients (Zemunik et al. 2018). Understanding
effects of metallic elements is important because they
can be toxic for plants. Cu, Ni, Zn etc. can damage the
machinery behind plant processes responsible for
growth (photosynthesis, respiration) and therefore can
indirectly affect competitive interactions between
individuals/species (Küpper and Andresen 2016;
Mohiley et al. 2020). Without a greater understanding
of metals in plants we cannot be sure how stoichiometry
influences the functioning of tropical ecosystems and
the huge number of species they support (Cleveland
et al. 2011).
Plants with different traits build their tissues and
organs with different concentrations of elements
(Ågren 2008). For example, plant species with short
lived, delicate leaves have greater foliar P whilst those
with long lived, tough leaves can have low P concen-
trations (Wright et al. 2004; Sardans and Peñuelas
2013). Likewise, below ground, fine root N concentra-
tions are positively correlated with respiration but neg-
atively with traits associated with toughness (Roumet
et al. 2016). Therefore, trait shifts caused by the envi-
ronment should lead to parallel shifts in stoichiometry
(Meunier et al. 2017).
For plant function to change, the suite of elements in
plants must also change. This suite can be represented
by a multivariate space, the axes of which are based
upon concentrations of each element. A species’ posi-
tion within this space can therefore be thought of as a
measurement of plant function based upon stoichiome-
try (González et al. 2017; Ågren and Weih 2020). The
differences between species within this space represents
functional differences between them (Violle et al. 2017).
These differences can be quantified using a measure
known as ‘functional distinctiveness’ - the average dis-
tance between a species and all others in a multivariate
space based upon functional traits (Grenié et al. 2017).
Functional distinctiveness is important because it is
linked to competition (MacArthur and Levins 1967),
niche differentiation and abundance (Kraft et al. 2015;
Umaña et al. 2017b). The ties between plant stoichiom-
etry and function suggest that stoichiometric functional
distinctiveness, with trait axes corresponding to tissue
element concentrations, should be equally useful for
predicting competition and niche differentiation within
communities.
Stoichiometry is constrained by minimum element
concentrations needed for cellular function and by max-
imum concentrations, beyond which a toxicity threshold
is crossed (Meunier et al. 2014). Within these con-
straints, distinctiveness may vary dependent upon fit-
ness differences associated with contrasting stoichiom-
etry. If there is one point of optimum fitness we would
expect a single mode in the distinctiveness distribution
(Parker and Maynard Smith 1990). Conversely, there
may be multiple optima due to trade-offs between dif-
ferent elements (Marks and Lechowicz 2006; D’Andrea
et al. 2020; Worthy et al. 2020). For instance, one
optimal strategy may require an element that shares a
membrane transporter with another. This second ele-
ment would be outcompeted at transporters if the first
is found at high concentrations (Andresen et al. 2018).
The second element at higher concentrations may offer
an equal fitness benefit but would likewise outcompete
the first element for transport/uptake. The two ap-
proaches, of equal fitness, would result in very different
stoichiometry. This could lead tomultiple fitness optima
580 Plant Soil (2021) 461:579–589
associated with multiple modes in the stoichiometric
distinctiveness distribution (Laughlin et al. 2015). The
environment should also be influential: for instance, a
more variable environment may support a greater range
of trait strategies (Kraft et al. 2008; Stark et al. 2017) as a
result of there being more fitness optima (Levin and
Muller-Landau 2000; Marks and Lechowicz 2006). If this
is the case, we would expect an effect of soil element
concentrations upon stoichiometric distinctiveness.
For some species, the hyperaccumulation of tissue
metal beyond the thresholds of most other species can
be a viable strategy to deal with high metal concentra-
tions in soils (van der Ent et al. 2013a; Andresen et al.
2018). Most species exclude potentially detrimental
metals. Some species do accumulate metals however –
metal chelators aid transport to the relatively metaboli-
cally inactive vacuole or cell wall for storage (Peng et al.
2020). Exogenous storage in high concentration patches
on leaves has also been observed (van der Ent et al.
2018a). To examine the accumulation of metals in trop-
ical tree species we sampled the little studied, species-
rich forests over ultramafic soils (van der Ent et al.
2018b; Lopez et al. 2019). Ultramafic soils derive from
the weathering of mantle derived geology rich in metals
e.g. Ni, Co and Cr (Moores 2011). The stoichiometry of
the resulting soils reflects this weathering (high Ni, Co,
Cr etc.), as can their plant communities – which feature
the vast majority of metal hyperaccumulators (van der
Ent et al. 2013a). Here we quantify multi-element soil-
tree stoichiometry across tropical ultramafic and non-
ultramafic sites.
This study focuses on Sulawesi, an island in central
Indonesia, part of the Wallacea biodiversity hotspot that
features the tropics’ largest outcrop of ultramafic soils
(van der Ent et al. 2013b; Galey et al. 2017). Forest plots
were established on sand, limestone, mafic and ultra-
mafic soils (Trethowan et al. 2020). We examine the
relationships between Al, Ca, Co, Cr, Cu, Fe, K, Mg,
Mn, Ni, P and Zn in soils vs. leaf tissue, and test how
variability of these elements in soil affects tree species
stoichiometry and stoichiometric distinctiveness.
Materials and methods
Sample collection
Ten 50 × 50 m permanent primary forest plots were
established across Sulawesi (Trethowan et al. 2020).
Study locations were centred around the tropics’ largest
mafic/ultramafic complex (van der Ent et al. 2013b).
Two plots were located on ultramafic soils, at the
complex’s centre, in Morowali Nature Reserve. We
established four plots at the complex’s eastern periph-
ery, in protected forests of the Bualemo peninsula. This
consisted of two plots on mafic (basalt) soils, a single
plot on a limestone hill and another in a limestone
valley. Four plots were located at the south-eastern
periphery, in protected forest of Wawonii Island. These
consisted of two plots on ultramafic soils and two on
sand.
We sampled all trees ≥ 10 cm diameter at breast
height (1.3 m). Herbarium specimens were collected
for species identification (Utteridge and Bramley 2015;
Baker et al. 2017). Samples for tissue elemental analysis
consisted of mature, shade leaves from all species in
each plot. Shade leaves were collected because shade is
the condition that most leaves experience (Keenan and
Niinemets 2016) and, on a practical basis, were more
accessible to tree climbers – this does however mean we
did not examine sun-exposed leaves which may show
different responses. One or two leaves were collected
from a single branch and heat dried in the field; to avoid
soot deposition, leaves were placed within envelopes dur-
ing drying. Soil samples were taken from the upper 10 cm
of topsoil at the centre of all 10 × 10 m subplots; all
samples from each plot were then pooled for further anal-
ysis giving us a total of ten soil samples for analysis. We
acknowledge these pooled samples will have led to us
missing fine scale edaphic influences on foliar stoichiom-
etry. All plots had ‘upland’ soils so did not experience
waterlogging. The upper 10 cm of topsoil is generally
representative of the nutrients tropical trees are exposed
to because this is where up to half of the total fine root
mass is found, with an exponential decline in mass with
soil depth (Brearley 2013; Lalnunzira et al. 2019).
Leaf tissue stoichiometry
A total of 723 leaf samples were collected from 283
species. The number of samples per plot ranged from 47
to 105. Species richness ranged from 38 to 53 across the
plots. Generally, each species was sampled once in each
plot it occurred within. When species were sampled
more than once in each plot the mean element concen-
tration of that species within the plot was used. A
subsample of each of the leaves (c. 100 mg) was
digested in 10 ml of concentrated HNO3 using a CEM
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Mars Xpress microwave (1200 W with a 15 minute ramp
and 20minute hold time at 170 °C) andmade up to 100ml
in ultrapure (18 MΩ) deionised water. Al, Ca, Co, Cr, Cu,
Fe, K, Mg, Mn, Ni, P and Zn concentrations were quan-
tified using a Thermo-Finnegan iCAP 6300 Duo induc-
tively coupled plasma optical emission spectrometer.
For quality control, certified reference material (LGC
7162, Strawberry Leaves) was analysed alongside the
samples. Reference sample measurements did not differ
from certified values for any element (Wilcoxon P > 0.05).
Additionally, 61 leaf samples were washed by sonicating
for five minutes in deionised water to determine if there
was any soil contamination. The sonicated samples did not
differ from unwashed samples (Wilcoxon P > 0.05) indi-
cating our samples were not contaminated; we therefore
used unwashed samples for all analyses.
Soil stoichiometry data
Total soil Al, Ca, Co, Cr, Cu, Fe, K, Mg, Mn, Ni, P and
Zn were quantified via digestion of 0.5 g of thoroughly
ground and homogenised soil in 5 ml HNO3 and 1 ml
HClO4 at 100 to 200 °C by ramping over 7 hours.
Samples were diluted to 25 ml with deionised water
and analysed on an Agilent Technologies 4100 micro-
wave plasma atomic emission spectrometer (Co, Cr and
Ni) or an Agilent Technologies 200 Series atomic ab-
sorption spectrometer (all other elements).
Edaphic effect upon species leaf stoichiometry
We explored the relationships between soil and leaf
elements using partial least squares regression (PLS) -
this approach identifies the effects of multiple predictor
variables while accounting for covariation amongst
them (Wehrens and Mevik 2007). We square root-
transformed all soil and leaf element concentrations to
reduce the influence of outlying values, then scaled (z-
scores used) prior to PLS to ensure regression coeffi-
cient estimates were comparable between elements. In a
single model, we tested for the effect of each soil ele-
ment upon each leaf element, whilst accounting for
covariation in soil elements.
Edaphic effect upon species stoichiometric
distinctiveness
Our distinctiveness measure was the mean distance of a
species to all others in a multivariate space, the axes of
which were each scaled (z-score) leaf element concen-
tration (Violle et al. 2017). We did not reduce leaf
stoichiometry axes down to a set of PC axes because
there was little covariation between elements (nine PC
axes were required to explain 90% of the variation in
the data).
To examine edaphic influence on leaf stoichiometry,
we used phylogenetic generalised least square regres-
sion (PGLS) following Metali et al. (2012). We incor-
porated phylogenetic distance into the analysis because
related species are not independent samples (Hurlbert
1984; Verboom et al. 2017; Ives 2018). The square-root
of species stoichiometric distinctiveness was the re-
sponse variable and soil principal component (PC) axes
were the predictor variables.
Phylogenetic data were derived from a plant family
resolved supertree provided by Gastauer et al. (2017),
pruned to consist of the taxa identified across the plot
series using Phylomatic (Webb and Donoghue 2005).
The resolved phylogeny was then dated according to
Magallón et al. (2015).
All analyses were performed in R version 3.4.1 (R
Core Team 2019). The phylogeny was dated with the
Bladj algorithm in PhylocomR 0.3.2 (Ooms et al. 2018),
PLS regression was performed with pls 2.7 (Wehrens
and Mevik 2007), stoichiometric distinctiveness was
quantified with funrar 1.3.1 (Grenié et al. 2017), and
PGLS regression was performed with nlme 3.1
(Pinheiro et al. 2013).
Results
Edaphic effect upon species leaf stoichiometry
We found that the first two partial least squares axes
explained 72 % of the variability in the relationship
between soil and leaf element concentrations. These
two axes showed large positive effects (regression co-
efficient > 0.1) of soil Al and P concentration upon leaf
Ca, Cu, and P concentration, and soil Ca concentration
upon leaf Ca and P concentration (Fig. 1a). We found
large positive effects of soil Cr and Fe concentration
upon leaf Ni concentration (Fig. 1a). Large negative
effects (regression coefficients < -0.1) were found for
soil Cr concentration upon concentration of leaf P
(Fig. 1a). Generally, we did not find clear effects of soil
elements upon the reciprocal element in leaves, except
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for Ca and P (Fig. 1b). All soil and leaf element pairwise
relationships can be found in Fig. S1.
Edaphic effect upon species stoichiometric
distinctiveness
Five PC axes explained > 90% variation in the soil data.
The first axis was responsible for a gradient of Co, Fe,
Mn and Zn; the second, for Al, Ca and P; the third, for
high Cr and Cu to high Co, Mg and Ni; the fourth, for
high Co to high Mg; and the fifth for K (Table 1).
There was a significant effect of the first and third soil
PC axes on species stoichiometric distinctiveness
(P < 0.001, Fig. 2, Table S1). These axes, as detailed
above, were responsible for a gradient in metals rather
than macronutrients, which is indicative of a general
positive relationship between soil metal concentration
and stoichiometric distinctiveness. We also found a
weak significant effect of the second PC axis which
represents a gradient of Al and the macronutrients Ca
and P (P < 0.05, Fig. 2; Table 1).
Species with high distinctiveness tended to have
either high Al, Co, Cr or Ni (Fig. 3a). For instance,
amongst the species with highest distinctiveness
(Fig. 3a), there were three species of Symplocos
(Symplocaceae) with high Al (23,800–36,600 mg kg−
1) and Cr (18.8–97.2 mg kg− 1), Cr was also high in one
morphospecies (a term used for a species collected that
does not match previously described species) of both
Syzygium (Myrtaceae) (55.6 mg kg− 1) and Chionanthus
(Oleaceae) (89.4 mg kg− 1). High Co and Ni was found
in a morphospecies of Ostodes (Euphorbiaceae)
(165 mg kg− 1 Co and 202 mg kg− 1 Ni) and Sauropus
(Phyllanthaceae) (114 mg kg− 1 Co and 484 mg kg− 1
Ni). High Ni was found in Sarcotheca celebica
(Oxalidaceae) (1080 mg kg− 1). There were also two
species with high distinctiveness due to elevated Ca
concentrations, Dendrocnide microstigma (Urticaceae)
(58,800 mg kg− 1) and Drypetes ovalis (Putranjivaceae)
(65,400 mg kg− 1) (Fig. 3a).
Discussion
We found that tropical tree leaf stoichiometry shows
limited change in the face of soil heterogeneity - except
for some species found on ultramafic soils that are
distinct from all others. This warrants two points for
discussion: (1) why do we find limited effects of soil on
leaf stoichiometry in our study system? And (2) why do
ultramafic soils increase stoichiometric distinctiveness
of tropical trees?
Previously, log-linear relationships between soil and
tissue stoichiometry, specifically N:P ratios, have been
identified (Elser et al. 2010). In contrast, we found little
correlation for many elements between soil and tissue
stoichiometry. The likeliest explanation is that, when
looking at a broad spectrum of elements across soils,
most species’ leaf stoichiometry remains similar, buff-
ered from variation in soil stoichiometry. This is because
stoichiometry within the upper and lower bounds of a
range of concentrations is needed to support cellular
processes, irrespective of soil type (Meunier et al.
2014; González et al. 2017). However, some of the
elements that do not obey this rule are worth noting.
We see strong positive effects of soil Al, Ca and P upon
leaf Ca and P. Positive correlations between these ele-
ments in tropical forests has been seen before, both
when looking at just tissue stoichiometry (Masunaga
et al. 1998; Metali et al. 2015) and also, as in our study,
between tissue and soil (Asner et al. 2014). Added to
that, we find evidence for metal impact as soil Cr has a
strong negative relationship with leaf P, possibly a result
of competition between Cr and phosphate for shared
cross-membrane transport proteins (Sinha et al. 2018).
This could lead to a potentially influential deficiency in
P, considering ultramafic soils are naturally low in P
(Porder and Ramachandran 2013). Broadly, we found
minimal effects of most soil element concentrations
upon tissue element concentrations. When we did find
effects, they are not necessarily intuitive i.e. soil element
X does not directly influence leaf element X. Macronu-
trients tended to have a positive relationship between
soils and leaves whereas other metals did not. When soil
metals (Cr and Fe) did covary with leaf elements it was
not in the reciprocal elements but others (P and Ni). It
appears that the complex relationship between elements
required for plant function (Kaspari and Powers 2016) is
reflected by an equally multi-faceted relationship be-
tween soils and plant tissues.
Why, in ultramafic communities, have we found
some species with high stoichiometric distinctiveness
(Fig. 3b)? It has been suggested that plants are generally
adapted for competition, stress tolerance or rapid estab-
lishment after recent disturbance (Grime 1977). Previ-
ously, species adapted for competition or rapid estab-
l ishment have been shown to have reduced
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distinctiveness (based upon traits) (Umaña et al. 2017a).
Our data suggests that increased distinctiveness could be
a result of stress tolerance. We find that species with
high stoichiometric distinctiveness have high concentra-
tions of metals not classified as macronutrients (Fig. 3a).
Metal accumulation is largely found in species that
tolerate the stresses of metal-rich soils (van der Ent
et al. 2013a). Furthermore, metal accumulator species
are often outcompeted in more benign environments
(Reeves et al. 1999) - another signifier of stress tolerance
Fig. 1 a Regression coefficients from partial least squares (PLS)
regression of the relationships between soil and leaf element
concentrations in tree communities of Sulawesi, Indonesia. Large
effects of soil metal upon leaf metal (coefficient > 0.1 or < -0.1) are
bars coloured red. Effects of soil upon reciprocal leaf element
concentration have a light grey background. b Pairwise relation-
ships between soil element and reciprocal leaf element. Large
effects (< -0.1 or > 0.1) from the PLS regression are in red
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(Grime 1977). Therefore, it appears that in diverse trop-
ical forest, increased stoichiometric distinctiveness al-
lows tree species to tolerate metal-rich ultramafic soils.
The observation of species becoming more distinct in
response to stress contrasts with evidence gathered from
other abiotic gradients. For communities exposed to
stressful climatic change with elevation or along a soil
fertility gradient the response is the reduction in species
distinctiveness (Laughlin et al. 2015; Verboom et al.
2017; Umaña and Swenson 2019), where the environ-
ment removes species that are far from their optimum in
stressful conditions. However, we show that under
edaphic stress, the response from a stoichiometric per-
spective can be increasing distinctiveness. This is pre-
sumably because there are alternate strategies of
optimum fitness within the metal-rich stressful environ-
ment (Marks and Lechowicz 2006; Worthy et al. 2020).
The presence of alternate strategies indicates increasing
difference in the biotic and abiotic environment occu-
pied by species (i.e. niche differentiation) (Letten et al.
2017; Peñuelas et al. 2019). This tends to reflect species
competing less for key resources –which is often touted
for communities in stressful environments (Freestone
2006; Niu et al. 2020).
Stoichiometric distinctiveness may also be linked to
niche differentiation. In the sites studied here, it is gen-
erally the accumulation of the metals Al, Co, Cr and Ni
in tissue that causes distinctiveness (we also find a few
cases of high distinctiveness due to high leaf Ca on
limestone; Fig. 3a). Metal accumulation may offer a
defence against herbivory by reducing palatability, in a
similar way to polyphenols and proteases (Boyd 2004;
Kazemi-Dinan et al. 2014; Volf et al. 2018; Coley et al.
2019). High leaf metal concentrations may also aid
conspecific recruitment, because competitors are less
able to deal with localised spikes in soil metal concen-
trations that result from leaf litter with high metal con-
centrations (Boyd and Martens 1998; Boyd and Jaffré
2001; Mohiley et al. 2020). These interactions should be
mediated by intraspecific variability in stoichiometric
distinctiveness, particularly considering the facultative
nature of metal accumulation between many popula-
tions (Pollard et al. 2014). How, and if, the above
mechanisms affect competition in tropical forests re-
mains uncertain. If greater stoichiometric distinctiveness
does reflect greater niche differentiation we expect it to
allow species to persist when they would otherwise be
outcompeted and removed from communities (Levine
and HilleRisLambers 2009). This should contribute to
the coexistence of species in high diversity ultramafic
rich tropical regions (Rahbek et al. 2019).
Table 1 Soil principal component (PC) loadings for PC axes used
in the analysis of leaf stoichiometry across tree communities in
Sulawesi, Indonesia. Percentage of total explained by each PC axis
is in brackets






P 0.12 0.45 0.09 0.02 0.02
K 0.19 -0.04 0.04 -0.08 0.94
Ca 0.14 0.44 0.03 0.00 -0.17
Mg -0.19 0.03 0.27 0.84 0.13
Fe -0.41 0.00 -0.24 0.05 0.03
Al 0.07 0.42 -0.04 -0.05 0.04
Mn -0.35 0.07 0.43 0.02 0.06
Cu -0.35 0.05 -0.32 0.04 0.07
Zn -0.40 0.10 -0.14 -0.15 0.20
Ni -0.34 0.01 0.40 -0.08 -0.07
Cr -0.33 -0.05 -0.47 0.03 0.01
Co -0.30 0.07 0.37 -0.49 0.03
Fig. 2 Significant effect of soil principal components (PC) (a) 1 (p < 0.001), (b) 2 (p < 0.05) and (c) 3 (p < 0.001) upon species
stoichiometric distinctiveness identified with phylogenetic generalised least squares regression for tree communities in Sulawesi, Indonesia
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Our results come with the caveat of not using soil pH
or bioavailable soil element data – the former determin-
ing the latter. Although our finding that increasing soil
metal drives increasing leaf metal makes sense, in terms
of biology, addition of this extra data would reinforce
the conclusions presented. Despite this drawback, ex-
amination of remote ultramafic tropical forest commu-
nities are rare. This study is a starting point for under-
standing these complex diverse systems that are threat-
ened by increasing human demand for metals and the
mining this requires (van der Ent et al. 2013b). We
found that the effects of metal-rich ultramafic soils upon
tropical trees is not simply a change in leaf stoichiome-
try across all species. Species mostly retain similar leaf
stoichiometry irrespective of substrate. However, some
species on ultramafic soils accumulate metals (e.g. Cr,
Ni), resulting in distinct stoichiometry from all other
members of the communi ty . This var iab le
stoichiometric distinctiveness likely has implications
for interspecific competition in highly diverse tropical
forests.
Supplementary Information The online version contains sup-
plementary material available at https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-
021-04839-7.
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Fig. 3 a Metal elements (Al, Co, Cr, Ni) in leaves of the ten
species with greatest stoichiometric distinctiveness across
contrasing tree communities in Sulawesi, Indonesia.
b Stoichiometric distinctiveness values of all species across tree
communities in Sulawesi. Red bars indicate the presence of spe-
cies in ultramafic communities
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